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 ABSTRACT |	 Introduction:	The	adaptation	of	prostheses	fixed	over	implants	involves	biomechanical	aspects	that	are	directly	associ-
ated	with	treatment	success.	Objective:	The	aim	of	this	in vitro	study	was	to	evaluate	the	presence	of	microgaps	in	the	
abutment/inner	connection	interface	of	cone	morse	dental	implants.	Materials	and	methods:	Two	groups	of	implants	
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in	 implant/abutment	 connect ions	 lead	 to	





































has	 been	well	 described	 in	 the	 literature,(8) 



































Implants	 and	 their	 respect ive	 at tached	
abutments	were	fixed	to	a	hard-surfaced,	immobile	
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results	 are	 in	Table	 1	 (minimum,	maximum,	
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Maladjustments	 from	machining	defects	 in	
implants	and	abutments	lead	to	micromovements	




imperfections.(2)	 In	 any	 case,	 this	 condition	
determines	 a	 higher	 instability	 of	 bonding	
between	the	components,	with	a	decrease	of	parts’	
mechanical	resistance.













interfaces	 using	 components	 from	 the	 same	
manufacturer,	with	2–7	μm(14,15)	and	40–65	μm(16) 
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when	then	implant/abutment	set	was	comprised	of	
components	from	different	manufacturers.(18)
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